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eyer.1 When he was at Kirman in the early part of 1747, he forced Graves,
the Company's representative there, to give him a draft on the Isfahan office
for 1,100 tomans, which he sent to the Isfahan authorities for collection.
When the draft was presented for payment, Peirson. had insufficient funds
in hand to meet it, and was forced to borrow in order to make up the required
total. In reporting the matter to Gombroon, he stated that he had had very
great difficulty in arranging this loan. It is a proof of the insecurity of those
times that the minimum rate at which money was then available on loan at
Isfahan was 15 per cent, per mensem?

'The Shah's conduct was so unreasonable and trading conditions were so
bad that the Company more than once contemplated the complete abandon-
ment of its Persian business. It nevertheless persevered, and, in due course,
it weathered the storm.

As for the Dutch, they fared no better than their British rivals during these
troubled times. The French Compagnie des Indes, in pursuance of Dupleix's
policy of expansion,3 made a most ill-timed endeavour to re-establish its trade
at Gombroon in 1740. * After suffering severely at the hands of Taqi Khan
(who on one occasion confiscated a French vessel and held the captain to
ransom),5 and losing its Agent and his assistant through illness,6 the Company
appointed a new Agent, Duplessis by name, who endeavoured, but without
success, to secure a share in the Kirman wool trade. Realising the futility
of continuing the factory under the then existing conditions,7 the Company
recalled Duplessis, who left Gombroon in July, 1743. Although the factory
there was closed, French vessels continued to call at irregular intervals and
to carry on some trade with the merchants at Gombroon and Bushire.

PART II
THE RUSSIA COMPANY

After Peter the Great had conquered the littoral of Daghistan and Shirvan
and had occupied Gilan, he endeavoured to stimulate trade and industry in his
new dominions by inviting the English to revive their former trade with
Persia through Russia.8 Although nothing came of this project during Peter's

1 Dorrfll informed London on the 5th/i6th December, 1745, that " the Name of Trade is forgot

... in Persia," owing to the continued revolts and disturbances.
! Letter from Peirson and Blandy to London dated the 16th/37th May, 1747.

* H. Castonnet des Fosses, Les Relations de la France avec la Perse, Angers, 1889, p. 30.

* Otter (Vol. II, pp. 86 and 87) strongly advised the Company's representative not to proceed

with the project.

* Otter, Vol. II, p. 156.

' A. MarKnean, Le Premier Consulat de France a Bassora ... p. 69.   Gombroon Diary, igth Moth
October, 1740.

* Ibidem.   In Martineau's words, the French " e"taient obliges de subir tons les caprices des

autorite's locales.   Ces caprices dtaient souvent de'raisonnables, pourtant ils allaient rarement
jnsqu'a la persecution."   See also R. Vadala, Le Golfe Persique, Paris, 1920, p. no.
' Hanway, Vol. I, p. 13.   See also W. Tooke's View of the Russian Empire under Catherine II
(London, 1800), Vol. Ill, p. 446.